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DETAILED ACTION 

A' 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 4, 6, 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Masuda et al (5.978,041 ) in view of Inamori (6,236.392) . 

Regarding claim 2, Masuda et al disclose (Figs, 31, 34-36, 
and 48) an image processing apparatus conaprising : 

an mage input unit (Fig. 31, ROM 35) configured to 
be input a first image (picture A) ; a color setting unit 
(specific area brightness conversion 32) configured to set an 
adjustment value of a color attribute of a second image (picture 
B) from a reference color attribute (column 37, lines 19-21, 
wherein the reference value is the initial value and the 
adjustment value is the predetermined valine added to the picture 
data B) ; 

a composite image producing unit (CPU 34 and picture 
composition 33) configured to adjust the color attribute of 
the second image in accordance with the adjustment value, and to 
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produce a composite image by superposing the second image 
(picture B)onto the first image (picture A) on the display 
device (31), wherein the brightness level of picture (A) and 
picture (B)can be adjusted independently (column 36, lines 47- 
53) . 

The only difference between the disclosure of Masuda. et al 
and the claimed invention is that claim 2 requires an 
image output unit configured to selectively output the first 
image and the composite image. 

However, Inamori , f rem the same field of endeavor, 
discloses (Figs. 1 and 5) a superposing image display device 
including an image output unit (Fig. 1, display control circuit 
26) configured to selectively output the first image and the 
composite image (Fig. 5, data switching circuit 52) . See 
column 1, lines 39-48; and column 12, lines 3-18). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the superimpose switching circuit of Inamori 
into the superimposed image display device of Masuda et al to 
provide the user an option whether to display the superimposed 
image or display only the original image. Furthermore, it 
is conventional in the art that a closed text caption can be 
selectively displayed on the TV screen with the original video 
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image . 

Regarding claim 4, Masuda et al disclose (Figs. 31 and 
45) the composite image producing unit (CPU 34 and picture 
composition 33) configured to adjust the color attribute of 
the second image (picture B) except for the excluded area (the 
area outside of picture B) . In another word, since Masuda et al 
teach that the brightness level of picture (A) and 
picture (B)can be adjusted independently (column 36, lines 47- 
53) , it would have been obvious to the person of or*dinary skill 
in the art to recognize that the only the brightness of the area 
of picture (B) can be independently adjusted except for the 
excluded area (the area outside of picture B) . 

Regarding claim 6, Masuda et al disclos^ (Fig, 1) a 
receiving unit (NTSC 1) configured to receive a program in which 
broadcasted in a selected channel (TV channel) . See column 1, 
lines 5-16. Inamori also discloses (Fig, 8) a television 
receiver (column 2, lines 6-8) , 

Regarding claim 7, Masuda et al disclose (Figs. 31) an 
image producing unit (external input 36) configured to produce 
the second image (picture B) . 

Regarding claim 8, it is well known in the art that an on- 
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screen display (OSD) image, such as a brightness or color 
adjustable control bar, can be superimposed displayed onto 
an original TV video image which enables the user to set the 
brightness or color of the image on the TV screen. 

Regarding claim 9, it is well known in the art that an on- 
screen display (OSD) image, such as a brightness or color 
adjustable control bar, can be superimposed displayed onto 
an original TV video image to indicate the status level of 
brightness or color being adjusted, which allows the user to 
increase/decrease the brightness level as desired. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpiatentable over Masuda 
et al in view of Inamori as applied to claim 2 above, and furtherin view of Brunner et al 
(6,369,830). 

Regarding claim 3, note the rejection as set forth above with respect to claim 2. 

Masuda et al further disclose (Fig. 49) the DC level control means (3111) and the 
voltage power source (31 14) for adjusting the brightness of the second image (B) at 
different level (column 38, lines 53-62). The predetermined range would be at VO 
(ground level) to the Vmax level of the voltage power source (31 14). 

The only difference between the disclosure of Masuda et al and the claimed 
invention is that the claim 3 requires adjusting transparency of the superinnposed image. 
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However, Brunner discloses (Fig. 2 and 3) a superimposed on-screen display 
windows, wherein each pixel has an alpha value representing a relative degree of 
transparency (or opacity = 1- alpha value) for that pixel. It is well known in the art the 
user can adjust the degree of transparency of the superimposed displayed windows so 
that the user can see through the underlying windows. See column 4, lines 30-43. It 
would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art to use the technique of 
applying the degree of transparency value in the superimposed image display system 
into the superimposed image display system of Masuda et al to provide special effects 
such as semi-transparency, wherein the user can adjust the degree of transparency of 
the superimposed displayed windows so that the user can see through the underlying 
windows. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 1 is allowed. 

Claim 5 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Takeuchi et al. (6,297,797) disclose (Fig. 10) an on-screen display as a closed 
caption data. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LUU MATTHEW whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
4850. The examiner can normally be reached on Flexible Schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, BELLA MATTHEW can be reached on (703) 308-6829. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For nnore information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



M. Luu 




MATTHEW LUU 
op»MARY EXAMINER 



